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obliged to you if you would say so in answer to this letter, for it
is necessary that the youth of Europe learns your true attitude to
these questions. But please do not think that we want you to
forswear something that is one of the main points of your creed—
Satyagraha.
But we see Satyagraha not in an absolute non-violence which
never, nowhere, has been really carried out, even by you, or even
by Christ himself who drove the usurers out of the temple. With
us Satyagraha is the unreserved disposition to brotherhood and
sacrifice which you are showing us so splendidly with the Indian
people; and we hope to be growing into the same state of mind,
since it has been understood that a system may be wicked but
never a whole class or a whole people (you wrote about this on
the 13th of July, 1921), and that one ought to feel pity but not
hatred for the blind defenders of wickedness. Men who come to
understand this are taking their first steps on the new way to brother-
hood between all men; and this way will lead to the goal, to the
victory of truth,  to Satyagraha.
We ask you in your answer not only to advise us to fight for
our country in the way we think right, but we would very much
like to know what you think to be right, especially how you justify
an entire non-violence which we see as a resignation to all real
fighting against wickedness and for this reason wicked in itself
—as we would call a policeman wicked who let a criminal escape
unpunished.
Our conviction is that we ought to follow our own dharrna
first, and before all that we ought to live the life designed for us
by God, but that the right and the duty is given to us to interfere
with the life of our fellow-men when they ask us to do so or when
we see in such interference a way to fight a threatening evil for
all the world. We believe that otherwise one is not right in inter-
fering, for only God can see through the soul of men and judge what
is the right way for men; and we believe that there is no greater
sacrilege to be found than to assume the place of God—which
sacrilege we believe the English people to be guilty of, as they
think to have the mission to interfere with people all over the world.
For this reason we do not understand how you can recommend
to married people to deny themselves to each other without mutual
agreement, for such an interference with the rights given by marriage

